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guages should be quite independent of each other.
Races may change their languages, and history sup-
plies us with several instances where one race adopted
the language of another. Different languages, there-
fore, may be spoken by one race, or the same language
may be spoken by different races; so that any attempt
at squaring the classification of races and tongues
must necessarily fail.1

Biblical Genealogies.

Secondly, the problem of the common origin of lan-
guages has no connection with the statements contained
in the Old Testament regarding the creation of man
and the genealogies of the patriarchs. Those state-
ments are interesting from a purely historical point
of view, though no higher authority can be claimed
for them than for the statements contained in ancient
hieroglyphic or cuneiform inscriptions. But what
even those who believe in a higher authority of the
Bible as an historical document should consider, is that
if our researches lead us to the admission of different
beginnings for the languages of mankind, there is
nothing in the Old Testament opposed to this view.
For although the Jews believed that for a time the
whole earth was of one language and of one speech, it
has long been pointed out by eminent divines, with
particular reference to the dialects of America, that
new languages might have arisen at later times. If,

1 The opposite view, namely, that a genealogical arrangement of the
races of man would afford the best classification of the various languages
now spoken throughout the world, is maintained by Darwin, Origin of
Species, p. 422, though without sufficient proof.